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WHO IS OUR GOD? 


The hour cometh and now is when the true worshippers shall worship 
THE FATHER in Spirit and in truth: for the Father seeketh such to wor- 
ship him. God is a spirit; and they that worship him must worship him 
in spirit and in truth.—Joun iv. 23, 24. 


In strange contrast with these words of our blessed 
Lord, stands the following paragraph from the pen of 
Rev. Henry Ward Beecher, which appeared in The 
Independent of the 13th inst. Speaking of his entire 
dissent from the theology of Theodore Parker, Mr. 
Beecher says : 

“Could Theodore Parker worship my God ?’—Christ 
Jesus is his name. All that there is of God to me is 
bound up in that name. A dim and shadowy efiluence 
rises from Christ, and that I am taught to call the 
Father. A yet more tenuous and invisible film of 
thought arises, and that is the Holy Spirit. But neither 
are to me aught tangible, restful, accessible. They are 
to be revealed to my knowledge hereafter, but now 
only to my faith. Dut Christ stands my manifest God. 


All I know is of him and in him.” 
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Such a declaration, so clear, so emphatic, and withal 
so strange,,would demand a notice were it to come 
from any Christian minister and be sent forth to the 
public through any medium. But being, as this is, the 
deliberate utterance of the most popular preacher in 
America, and given to the world, as this has been, 
through the columns of Zhe Jndependent and, as I am 
told, of one of the large secular journals of the city, it 
seems to me to require not only a notice but a very 
serious consideration. Has Trinitarianism indeed come 
to this? Is Gop rue Farusr thus publicly ignored? 
And has Christ, who came to reveal the Father, ended 
by placing himself thus effectually in the foreground 
and fairly eclipsing Him who sent him # 

It might reasonably be expected, perhaps, that our so- 
ealled orthodox neighbors would not suffer a declara- 
tion like this of Mr. Beecher to pass without notice and 
censure. They are generally keen enough in scenting 
heresy. And were this an instance in which Mr. 
Beecher had shown any leaning towards a more liberal 
theology, or exhibited sympathy with anything outside 
of the orthodox camp, he would undoubtedly have been 
exposed to reproof, if indeed he had escaped a severe 
eastigation. But the case here is quite different. His 
offence, if they think him guilty of one, is not that of 
being weak in the faith, but of being rather over-strong. 
The popular doctrine of Christ’s Supreme Divinity, 
which they all hold, has in his hands not only budded 
and blossomed, but fairly gone to seed. Christ, accord- 
ing to Mr. Beecher, is not only equal with the Father, 
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but more than equal, he quite overshadows him. In 
his arder to exalt and honor Jesus Christ, he almost 
entirely evaporates both the Father and the Holy Ghost. 
Christ stands before him as the manifest God. He 
worships him. All there is of God to Mr. Beecher is 
bound up in his name. In neither the Father nor the 
Holy Spirit is there anything to his soul “ tangible, 
restful or accessible ;” and for the best of reasons; for 
the Father is only a dim shadowy effluence rising from 
Christ, while the Holy Spirit is a still thinner—indeed, 
an invisible film of thought! 

Such language as this from any Christian, I confess, 
amazes me. I care not under what circumstances it 
was uttered. I care not how sincere a man may be in 
proclaiming opinions like these. I can only say, and I 
wish to say it very kindly and yet very emphatically, 
that the whole doctrine here set forth by Mr. Beecher, 
is utterly unseriptural and anti-Christian. It is a state- 
ment that can hardly be paralleled, I will venture to 
say, in all Christian history. I have never mét any- 
thing like it. There have been enough, and more than 
enough, who have maintained that the Son is co-equal 
and co-eternal with the Father. There have been 
others who have contended that, as the Supreme God, 
he was born, suffered and died. The pious Dr. Watts 
has tanght unthinking Christians to sing: 


“Well might the sun in darkness hide, 
And shut his glories in, 
When God the mighty Maker died, 


For man the creature’s sin.” 
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But Mr. Beecher, while he makes Christ the Supreme 
God, practically ignores all Sonship, and banishes the. 
Father. That beautiful and touching relation which 
shines out on every page of the New Testament, in 
Mr. Beecher’s theory falls entirely away, or at least 
loses all significance and power. 

Mr. Beecher reminds me of some mentioned by 
Origen, who, as that learned father says, under the 
show of aiming to honor Christ, tanght what was untrue 
of him; and were he to be accused of heresy, he would 
probably reply as one of old did, by saying, “ Of what 
evil am I guilty, when I glorify Christ?’ 

Mr. Beecher seems to have been anxious to exhibit 
his own opinions on the proper object of divine worship 
in very sharp contrast with those of Theodore Parker: 
Now, it happens that Mr. Parker has the general repu- 
tation, whether justly or unjustly is of no moment here, 
of being more a heist than a Christian—of believing 
much in God, and little in Christ, and of confiding more 
in the book of Nature than in that of Revelation. 
Mr. Beecher wished, on the contrary, to be exceedingly 
Christian in his faith, and like a good Trinitarian, to 
exalt Christ to the highest point of honor. 

Now, I cannot doubt that we best honor Christ when 
we receive him in his true character—when we sit 
meekly at his feet and learn of him—when, indeed, 
sincerely believing his words, we catch his spirit and 
imitate his example. If he is, as we all profess to 
believe him to be, the Christ, he is worthy of our 
implicit faith. His word is true, and his teachings 
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should be accepted by us as authoritative and final in 
all matters of religious opinion and practice. If he has 
taught us that he is our God, and that as such we are 
to worship him ; if he has instructed us that he himself 
not only occupies the clear foreground, but virtually 
fills the whole scene; if he assumes thus to be all in all 
to us of what is divine, and the Father sinks away, as 
he does in Mr. Beecher’s theology, into a dim and 
shadowy efiluence, intangible, inaccessible, unreliable, 
and unsatisfactory, a mere name without presence or 
power, so let it be. If that is Christianity, let it be 
understood. It will contradict, I know, the studies and 
convictions of the Christian world for eighteen cen- 
turies ; but let it be announced and moulded into a 
dogma, nevertheless. It is high time, if true, that it 
had taken its place in the Christian thought and the 
Christian heart. 

But is it true? Let that be determined by the teach- 
ings of Christ himself and his inspired apostles. We 
all have the New Testament in our hands, and can 
easily open it, and honestly read it to learn how this 
important matter there stands. All religious men must 
desire first of all to know whom they are to worship ; 
and to whom they shall pray; into whose ear they 
ean whisper the story of their sufferings and sorrows, 
and to whose heart they may appeal for compassion or 
merey. According to Mr. Beecher’s views, it would 
appear: 1. That Christ Jesus is the Supremu Gop, the 
proper, and, I might add, the only real object of wor- 
ship. 2. That the Father, as he is taught to call him, 
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is but a dim shadowy effluence, unsubstantial and inac- 
cessible. 8. That this effluence, dim and shadowy as it 
is, arises from Christ. 4. That the Holy Spirit is still 
more unsubstantial than the Father, a tenuous and 
invisible film of thought, rising from the same common 
ground. 

Now, in opposition to this whole vagary of dream- 
land, for it is nothing better, the New Testament will 
clearly show: 1. That God Tue Faruer is the Supreme 
God, the maker of the heavens and the earth, and the 
proper object of worship to all created intelligences. 2. 
That Christ Jesus is the Son of God, the Sent of God, and 
under him the Teacher, Ruler and Saviour of men. 3. 
That the Holy Spirit is the Spirit of God by which he 
blesses, enlightens, and sanctifies the soul. 4. That 
instead of the Father and the Holy Spirit rising like 
exhalations from Christ, both the Son and the Spirit 
come from the Father. From all which it follows that, 
whatever we may say of Christ and the Holy Ghost, 
whatever of divinity they may share, still the Father is 
supreme, the proper Godhead and the only Fountain of 
life and power. To make this appear, let us consider 
the following propositions. 

I. While Mr. Beecher recognizes Jesus Christ as his 
God, and the proper object of his worship, Christ him- 
self and his inspired apostles clearly teach us to worship 
Gop THE FaTHrr. 

Before proceeding to the proof of this proposition, 
however, I wish to make two remarks. The first is, 
that without any revelation at all man is able to come 
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to a knowledge of God’s existence and government. 
This, I am aware, is often denied; and it seems to be 
denied, by implication at least, by Mr. Beecher. He 
says, “all there is of God to me is bound up in that 
name,” to wit, the name of Christ: and again, “all I 
know is of him, and in him,” clearly implying that 
without Christ he would be utterly without God. But | 
St. Paul teaches very distinctly that God has made 
such an exhibition of himself in the works of creation 
that “the invisible things of him, even his eternal power 
and Godhead, are clearly seen, being understood by the 
things that are made.”’ So that the heathen have no 
excuse for failing to recognize it. And the same 
apostle, in another place, says that God “left not 
himself without witness, in that he did good, and 
gave us rain from heaven, and fruitful seasons, fill- 
ing our hearts with food and gladness.”* This was 
addressed’ to idolaters, and shows, as Olshausen well 
observes, that ‘in nature itself and its wonderful con- 
trivance, the possibility was given [to the heathen 
world] of rising up to the idea of the true God, who 
ealled it into being.” It was the remark of Lord 
Bacon, that “God never wrought miracles to convince 
atheism, because his ordinary works convince it.”” The 
etarry heavens over us, and the moral law within “us, 
are not only calculated, as Kant observes, to fill the mind 
with an ever new and an ever growing admiration and 
awe, but they are also designed to lead us to the know- 
ledge of Him who created them. The effect calls us 


7 Rom. i. 20, SACLa ki¥.+ LT. 
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back to the cause: the worker is seen in his work. 
Though, therefore, God had never made any other 
disclosure of himself than the world without and the 
world within afford us, we should be inexcusable for 
not recognizing his existence, acknowledging his power, 
and admiring and blessing both his wisdom and good- 
ness. } 

The second remark that I wished to make, is that 
God was graciously pleased to reveal himself superna- 
turally, under both the patriarchal and the Mosaic 
dispensations. It would seem that however clear may — 
be the proofs of his being and perfections in the works 
of his hands, still he had designed from the first to 
speak to his child, and to make such revelations of 
himself as should be required by the condition of his 
creatures, or as his own goodness should prompt. 
These divine disclosures increased in extent and fullness 
through the ages preceding the advent of Christ. They 
were like the shining light that shineth more and more 
unto the perfect day. ‘In Judah was God known; his 
name was great in Israel.” At sundry times and in 
divers manners had he spoken to the fathers by the 
prophets, through many generations. In the very 
commencement of the Sacred Scriptures, Moses had 
announced that sublime fact; In the beginning GOD 
created the heavens and the earth. The divine existence, 
and the divine government over all, were no mystery 
to the ancient people of Israel. And though no Christ 
had ever been promised or ever come, still God, as the 
Creator of the heavens and the earth, and as Governor 
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among the nations, would have been known, and his 
name and his praise would have been great. Thus it is 
not true, as Mr. Beecher seems to believe and teach, that 
all there is of God is bound up in the name of Christ, 
and that all we know is of him and in him. In speak- 
ing thus I do not disparage the Christian revelation. 
Christianity is not a primitive, original religion. It is 
the complement and perfection of a religion already 
existing. It rests upon the same fundamental truths, 
but goes out into a higher, and wider, and-richer field 
of activity. The God of the New Testament is also the 
God of the Old. The two economies bear direct and 
constant reference to each other. ‘The religion of 
Moses was perpetually pointing forward to that of 
Christ ; while the Christian dispensation always recog- 
nizes, and indeed rests upon the Jewish. 

With these facts clearly before us, we are prepared 
to enter upon our inquiry, what Christ and his inspired 
apostles taught about God and the proper object of 
worship. And it may be observed in general terms, in 
the very outset, that they all spoke of God, as to his 
existence, nature, and perfections; as to his creating and 
governing the universe, precisely in the same manner 

as the prophets and sacred writers had done in the Old 
Testament. Thus they call him “the living God;” they 
declare that he ‘“‘ made the world and all things there- 
in;” they speak of him as “the Lord of heaven and 
earth ;” Christ teaches that “God is a Spirit,” and that 
“no man hath seen God at any time,” while St. Paul 
calls him “the King eternal, immortal, invisible, the 
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only wise God;” and in another place still more defi- 
nitely, “the blessed and only Potentate, the King of 
kings, and Lord of lords; who only hath immortality, 
dwelling in the light which no man can approach unto ; 
whom no man hath seen, nor can see; to whom be 
honor and power everlasting.” It needs no argument 
to show that this God of the New Testament is not 
Mr. Beecher’s “ manifest God.” One is the living God, 
the other was crucified. One alone has immortality ; 
the other died. One dwells in the light; the -other 
tabernacled in flesh. One is invisible; the other mani- 
fest ! 

But while Christ and the apostles thus agree with 
the Old Testament writers in their doctrine concerning 
God, Christianity still exhibits one peculiarity that 
never appeared in the previous dispensations. ‘This 
ever living God, this Maker of the universe, this sove- 
reign Ruler and just Judge of men, here stands before 
us in the amiable and touching character of a 
FATHER. In this aspect, God had never before 
revealed himself. In the Old Testament he was known 
as Jehovah, the Lord God, and men were taught to 
tremble at “this glorious and fearful name.” In the 
New Testament, without losing anything of his majesty 
or power, he presents himself to the world in the light 
of a loving and gracious parent, and the hearts of men 
are taught in the spirit of childlike confidence and affec- 
tion to cry “Abba, Father.” God is our Father. 
I know not that others look upon this fact, so clearly 
revealed to us by Jesus Christ, as 1 do. It seems to me, 
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I confess, as the most cheering truth, and at the same 
time the most potent in a moral and spiritual way, that 
could be made known to us. It invests the whole sub- 
ject of religion, whether as a theory or a life, with new 
interest, and calls men to repentance and love with a 
persuasiveness and force quite unknown before. No 
one, in reading the Scriptures, can have failed to 
observe the transition in the whole tone of revelation, 
as we pass from the Old Testament into the New. This 
change is beautifully exhibited by St. Paul, when he 
says to the Romans, ‘ Ye have not received the spirit 
of bondage again to fear, but ye have received the 
spirit of adoption, whereby we cry, Abba, Father.” The 
Mosaic economy dealt in threatenings and punishments, 
engendering in those subject to it the disposition of 
slaves, while the Gospel called men to worship God as 
a Father, and begot a spirit of sonship and love, making 
obedience a pleasure, and duty a delight. 

That Christ and his apostles taught that God tHE 
Fatuer is the proper object of worship admits of the 
clearest proof. The words of the Saviour to the woman 
of Samaria at Jacob’s well, are direct to this point. He 
there declares that “the hour is coming, 
when the true worshippers shall worship the father in 
spirit and in truth.” He does not even mention him- 


and now is, 


self as an object of divine worship. He declared him- 
self to be the Christ, 2. ¢, the son of God, and the 
Saviour of men. The words, “the hour cometh and 
now is,” obviously indicate the time of the Christian 
dispensation, and the whole connection shows that wor- 
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shipping the Lather, and worshipping without limita- 
tion of place or form, but “in spirit and truth,” were to 
be distinguishing characteristics of that new economy 
which was then dawning upon the world. 

In accordance with this declaration of Christ, he 
taught his disciples to pray. Prayer is one of the 
divinest parts of worship. It blends adoration, petition, 
and thanksgiving. And how does the great Master 
teach his disciples to pray? Are they instructed to 
address themselves in worship to Christ Jesus, Mr. 
Beecher’s “manifest God?’ Not at all. The divine 
lesson turns the thoughts towards quite another object. 
“ After this manner pray ye: Our Farner, who art in 
heaven; hallowed be thy name.” How would Mr. 
Beecher translate this prayer to make it harmonious 
with his theology? Is Christ Jesus our Lather? This, 
I think, he will hardly pretend. Are we, then, as the 
only alternative, to pray to “a dim and shadowy efilu- 
ence,” with nothing tangible, restful, accessible in it? 
Prayers, I fear, would find no wings to bear them to 
such an object, even though we were taught to call it 
“the Father.” 

Not only does Christ teach his disciples to pray to the 
Father, but, to make the case still stronger, he instructs 
them to pray in his (Christ’s) name. ‘ Hitherto,” said 
he, just before his crucifixion, “ hitherto have ye asked 
nothing in my name: ask, and ye shall receive, that 
your joy may be full.” ‘ Verily I say unto you, what- 
soever ye shall ask rus Faraer in my name, he will 
give it you.” 
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Nor is this all. If Christ thus taught his disciples to 
pray to God the Father, he also himself practised what 
he taught. He often prayed. Tis life was not less a 
life of prayer than it was of labor. At the grave of 
Lazarus, in the Garden of Gethsemane, and on the 
cross, as well as on many other occasions, his prayers 
went up to that great and good Being whom he called 
his Father and his God. And observe the manner of 
his address on such occasions. At the grave of Lazarus 
he said: “ Father, 1 thank thee that thou hast heard 
me; and I knew that thou hearest me always: but 
because of the people which stand by, I said it that 
they may believe that thou hast sent me.” In his last 
interview with his disciples, and after the long lesson of 
instructions and consolation which he gave them in 
prospect of his approaching death, he “lifted up his 
eyes to heaven, and said, i*ather, the hour is come; 
glorify thy Son, that thy Son may also glorify thee. 
And now, O Father, glorify thou me with thine own 
self, with the glory which I had with thee before the 
world was. . . . Holy Father, keep through thine 
own name those whom thou hast given me, that they may 
be one as we are. . . . Orighteous Father, the world 
hath not known thee; but I have known thee.” In the 
Garden of Gethsemane his manner was the same. He 
“kneeled down and prayed, saying, Father, if thou be 
willing, remove this cup from me; nevertheless, not my 
will, but thine be done.” On the cross, in the depth of 
his agony and sensible desolation, he cried, “ My God, 
my God, why hast thou forsaken me?’ ‘ And when 
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he had cried with a loud voice, he said, Father, into 
thy hands I commend ny spirit; and having said thus, 
he gave up the ghost.” It will be seen in these 
instances how Christ prayed, and to whom he prayed, 
and it cannot fail to strike every one that Mr. Beecher’s 
“manifest God” himself had a Gop and Faruer, to 
whom he always went in prayer, and who seems to 
have been something very different from “a dim and 
shadowy effiuence,” rising from his own being! 
Nothing can be more obvious, indeed, than that, on 
all occasions, and in every variety of ways, Christ 
taught and illustrated the doctrine that God the Father 
is the Supreme Being, to whom belongs all religious 
worship and duty. Take two or three instances in fur- 
ther confirmation of this truth., When tempted of the 
Devil to fall down and worship him, Christ replied, 
‘Get behind me, Satan, for it is written, Zhow shalt 
worship the Lord thy God, and him only shalt thou 
serve.” To interpret this temptation in a way to har- 
monize with Trinitarianism is simply impossible. Did 
the Devil tempt Gop, and above all, tempt God to fall 
down and worship himself, 2. ¢, the Devil? “God 
cannot be tempted with evil.” Besides, what could 
God mean by saying, Thou shalt worship the Lord thy 
God? Who could be “the Lord God” of Gop? But 
while God himself is necessarily beyond the reach of 
temptation, Christ Jesus, the Son of God, was not only 
liable to it, but was actually “tempted in all points 
like as we are.” He took part in our common nature ; 
he had appetites and passions like ours. He hungered, 
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’ and thirsted, and was weary. Power, and wealth, and 


Slory, and pleasure would have been as sweet to him as 
they are to us. But he listened only to the voice of 
sacred duty. He always recognized “the Lord his 
God” as the proper object of his worship, and in the 
midst of temptations and trials, devoted himself wholly 
to his divine will. Thus he placed the Lord always 
before him, and sustained by an entire loyalty of soul, 
he resisted temptation, and was without sin. 

On another occasion, one asked him, ‘ Which is the 
firs; commandment of all?’ And Christ answered, 
“The first of all the commandments is, Hear, O Israel: 


| the Lord our God is one Lord: and thou shalt love the 


Lord thy God with all thy heart and with all thy soul,” 
etc. It cannot be doubted that our first and highest 
duty is here expressed. It implies all the worship 
and service we owe our Creator and Preserver. And 
the question at once arises, Who is the Lord our God ? 
Is Christ Jesus he? Is Christ Jesus the Being of beings, 
to whom we owe this first, highest duty of entire love 
and homage? If our Saviour had intended to teach 
this, why did he not do it plainly? Why did he 
employ the words of Moses, which he knew the Jews 
must utterly misunderstand and misapply ¢ 

In his great prayer, the evening previous to his cruci- 
fixion, to which I have before referred, we find these 
words: ‘ This is eternal life, that they might know thee 
the only true God, and Jesus Christ whom thou hast 
sent. I have glorified thee on the earth; I have 
finished the work which thou gavest me to do.” What 
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I wish to be particularly observed here, is the fact that 
Christ is addressing his Farner, and that in this solemn 
manner he declares the Father to be “the only true — 
God.” He does indeed connect himself with the Father, 
but only in such a way as to give emphasis to his decla- 
ration, and the great act of homage which he was per- 
forming. He stood in the relation of a Son to the 
Father. 

What has now been said will naturally lead us to 
speak more particularly of Christ and the relation he 
sustains to God. That he worshipped God necessarily 
implies dependence and inferiority ; and it will appear 
on examination, that he never assumed independence or 
claimed equality with the Father. It will be observed 
in reading the Gospels, that while Christ often called 
himself “The Son of Man,” he also distinctly claimed 
to be Zhe Son of God. He is called “the first be- 
gotten,” and also “the only begotten Son of the Father.” 
It is not easy, perhaps, to determine what the precise 
import of these terms is. The subject is in its very 
nature difficult, and as it lies beyond the sphere of our 
knowledge, must be apprehended by the aid of such 
analogies of language and fact as the circumstances of 
the case will allow. But it can never be forgotten that 
the very terms, Mather and Son, imply a correlation, 
and necessarily suggest to our minds the notions of 
priority in point of time, and supercority in point of 
dignity, on the part of the Father; while, in reference 
to this relation, the Son must be subsequent and infe- 
rior. To deny this, would be to say that in the use of 
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these terms, God not only did not teach mortals any 
truth, but actually misled them, by suggesting relations 
with which they are familiar, but which, in this case, 
have no existence. Hence, the most learned Trinita- 
rians have not hesitated to teach that God the Father 
is God in a sense in which Christ the Son is not. 
Accordingly, Bp. Pearsen, in his Exposition of the 
Creed, says, ‘This is not to be denied, that there can 
be but one essence properly divine, and so but one 
God of infinite wisdom, power and majesty; that there 
can be but one person originally of himself subsisting — 
in that infinite being, because a plurality of more 
persons so subsisting, would necessarily infer a multi- 
tiplicity of Gods; that the Father of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, is originally God, as not receiving his eternal 
being from any other. Wherefore it necessarily fol- 
loweth, that Jesus Christ, who is certainly not the 
Father, cannot be a person subsisting in the divine 
‘nature originally of himself; and consequently he must 
be understood to have the Godhead communicated to 
him by the Father, who is not only eternally, but 
originally God.” Archbishop Tillotson calls God the 
Father “the Principal and Fountain of the Deity,” and 
declares that “He is of himself and of no other; 
which is not, nor can be said of the Son.” So Bishop 
Bull asserts that ‘‘when the Son is called second to the 
Father, or a Minister to the Father, this denotes the 
subordination of persons, inasmuch as the one derives 
his origin from the other. ... In all divine opera- 
tions, the Son is the minister of the Father, jnasmuch 
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as he ever operates from the Father, who is the source 
and origin of all his divine operations, as well as of his 
being, and God the Father operates through him; but 
the Father is never said to operate from the Son, or the 
Son through the Father.” 

~The terms by which Christ is designated obviously 
imply great preéminence of nature in regard to other 
beings, though he is inferior to the Father: they also 
indicate a peculiar nearness in relation to the Father, 
as well as the great affection which the Father bears 
him. Indeed the whole scheme of the Gospel shows 
that his Son Jesus Christ is very dear to him, and that 
in sending him into the world, and especially in giving 
him up to the death of the cross, he made the greatest 
sacrifice, and exhibited the highest proof of his love 
for our sinful but not abandoned race it was possible 
for him to make. Both the Saviour himself and the 
apostles furnish instances of this fact. Christ said, 
“ God so*loved the world that he gave his only be- 
gotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him should not 
perish, but have everlasting life.” And an apostle 
says, ‘Scarcely for a righteous man would one die; yet 
peradventure for a good man some might even dare to 
die; but God commendeth his love toward us in that 
while we were yet sinners Christ died for us.” Again: 
‘Fle that spared not his own Son, but delivered him up 
for us all, how shall he not with him also freely give 
us all things ?”’—But let us observe the following facts. 

1. Christ always represented himself, not as Gop, but 
as the Son of God; and so he was always preached by 


THE SON OR THE FATHER? | oT 


the apostles. That by claiming to be the Son of God, 
he “made himself God,” as the cavilling Jews con- 
tended, does not appear, and admits of no proof. He 
always acknowledged his entire dependence on the 
Father, and when accused of making himself “ equal with 
God,” he repelled the charge by immediately declaring 
that “the Son can do nothing of himself, but what he 
seeth the Father do;’ and that “ the Father loveth the 
Son, and showeth him all things that he himself doeth.” 
And when afterwards accused of making himself God 
because he said, ‘I and my Father are one;” though he 
had just before declared, in the plainest manner, that 
his “ Father is greater than all;” he replied to the accu- 
sation by saying, “Is it not written in your law, I said 
Ye are Gods? If he called them Gods to whom the 
word of God came—and the Scriptures cannot be 
broken—say ye of him whom the Father hath sancti- 
fied and sent into the world, Thou blasphemest, because 
I said, I am the Son of God?” But observe, 

*2. That Christ always spoke of himself as being sent. 
*‘] proceeded forth and came from God: neither came 
lof myself, but he sent me.” ‘* He that honoreth not 
the Son, honoreth not the Father who sent him.” 
After his resurrection he said to his apostles, ‘‘ As my 
Father sent me, even so send I you.’’ Here the simi- 
larity of relation between the Father and Christ, and 
between Christ and the Apostles, is very clear. The 
thought is expressed in another passage: ‘“ He that 
receiveth whomsoever I send receiyeth me; and he that 
receiveth me, receiveth him that sent me.” 
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3. As Christ claimed to have been sent by his Father, 
so he declared that he came to do his Father’s will. “I 
- came down from heaven not to do mine own will, but 
the will of him that sent me.” “ My judgment is just, 
because I seek not mine own will, but the will of him 
that sent me.” ‘* Not my will, but thine be done.” 

4, Christ declared that he did not teach his own doc- 
trines or speak his own words, but that what he taught 
was from his Father. ‘‘ My doctrine is not mine, but 
his that sent me. If any man will do his will, he shall 
know of the doctrine, whether it is of God, or whether 
I speak of myself.” ‘ He that sent me is true; and I 
speak to the world those things which I have heard of 
” “T have not spoken of myself, but the Father 
who sent me, he gave me a commandment, what I 
should say, and what I should speak.” 

5. Christ claimed to do his miraculous ey in the 
name and by the power of God. “If I with the finger 
of God cast out devils, no doubt the kingdom of God is 
come upon you.” ‘I must work the works of him that 
sent me.” ‘The Father that dwelleth in me, he doeth 
the works.” Besides, Christ taught that his works 
were full proof that God had sent him. “The works 
which the Father hath given me to finish, the same 
works that I do, bear witness of me that the Father 
hath sent me.” ‘If I do not the works of my Father, 
believe me not; but if I do, though ye believe not me, 
believe the works; that ye may know that the Father 
is in me, and I in him.” 

6. Christ represented himself as “the way, and the 


him. 
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truth, and the life;” and said, “No man cometh unto 
the Father but by me.” It seems to be certain that 
God, as the Father, could not be known till Christ, the 
Son, appeared and revealed him. Hence no one could 
come to the Father but by the Son; and hence, also, 
he who had seen and believed in the Son, had seen and 
believed in the Father. ‘“ He that hath seen me, hath 
seen the Father.” ‘ He that believeth on me, believeth 
not on me, but on him that sent me.” 

It is not singular, when we consider all these circum- 
stances, and reflect how, in almost every way, Christ 
represented the Father and made him known, that he 
should have been called “the image of God,” and 
declared to be “the brightness of his glory, and the 
express image of his person.” It is not singular that 
he received that exalted title, limanver,:God with us. 
As the Son of God, the Father gave him his Spirit with- 
out measure. He dwelt in him. The fullness of the 
Godhead took up its abode in him. God spoke and 
operated through him. He was in him reconciling the 
world to himself. 

And yet we are not to confound the Father and the 
Son. We must not forget that one was the sender, and 
the other the sent: that one was the author of the 
scheme of salvation, and the other the minister by 
whom it was carried into execution; that one willed, 
and the other came to do his will; and that it is through 
Christ that God the Father calls us to virtue and glory 
—calls us to himself. The great office which the Son 
holds, all the power and grace necessary for its execu- 
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tion, all his success and glory, are and have from the 
beginning been of the Father. He is God; and Christ, 
great as he is, exalted as he is, glorified. as he is 
and ever must be, is the Son of God and our 
brother. For, as the apostle says, “ Both he that 
sanctifieth and they who are sanctified, are all of 
one;” or, as Dr. Bloomfield would express it, “The 
expiator and the expiated are all sons of one Father, 
Gop,” “For which cause,’ adds the apostle, “he is 
not ashamed to call them brethren, saying, 1 will 
declare thy name to my brethren; in the church will 
I sing praise unto thee.” In accordance with this 
wonderful truth, Christ, immediately after his resurrec- 
tion, said to Mary, ‘Touch me not, for I have not yet 
ascended to my Father; but go to my brethren, and say 
unto them, I’ascend unto my Father and your Father, 
and to my God and your God.” 

It only remains for us now to inquire Hee the life 
and teachings of Christ, his doctrine and practice, 
impressed the minds and affected the hearts of his 
inspired Apostles and servants in regard to the subject- 
matter of this discussion. How did they understand 
him with respect to the proper object of worship? Who 
was their God—the Father or Jesus Christ? And how 
did they teach those whom they instructed in the truths 
of the Gospel, and introduced into the fellowship of 
their religion? There can be no difficulty in answering 
these questions. A large part of the New Testament is 
made up of the history of the Apostles’ labors, after the 
resurrection and ascension of their divine Master, and 
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of their epistles written on various occasions, and to 
various churches, with the avowed object of unfolding 
the religion they had received, correcting errors in faith 
or practice, warning against heresies, and in every way 
leading their brethren to the knowledge and love of the 
-truth. Here, then, we cannot fail to find such a reflec- 
tion of their thoughts and convictions on a subject so 
important as this, as must be not only satisfactory but 
conclusive. 

And there is one fact which I wish to be fairly con- 
sidered in the outset, and which seems to me to deserve 
far more attention, and to be of much greater weight 
than has generally been accorded to it. The Apostles 
were all Jews, educated in the Jewish religion, and 
originally shared in their national convictions and pre- 
judices. A considerable part of their Christian labors 
was performed among their own countrymen, and’ 
through the whole period of their ministry they were 
brought in constant contact with them, and, as the Acts 
of ‘the Apostles and the Epistles will show, were perpe- 
tually engaged in discussions and controversies on 
points of doctrine with that remarkable people. 

Now no one needs to be informed that the Jews were 
distinguished from the other nations of the earth by 
nothing so much as their belief in the one wing and 
true God. They were absolute, undisguised, uncompro- 
mising Unitarians. Their great lawgiver had taught 
them, saying, “ Hear, O Israel; the Lord our God is 
one Lord.” If there was a single doctrine in their 
national religions creed to which they were more 
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attached, of which they were more tenacious than 
others, it was the Divine Unity. On this subject they 
were sensitively alive. They would hear nothing that 
even seemed to militate against it. We see several 
instances of this in the Gospel history. They excepted 
bitterly to any teachings or acts of our Saviour that 
could be construed into an arrogation of the divine pre- 
rogatives. They took up stones to stone him, whenever 
they could, by a tolerable perversion of his words, 
make him appear guilty of assuming to be God or equal 
with God. 

Now let it be assumed that Christ, during his minis- 
try, preached Trinitarianism, or, what is worse, Mr. 
Beecher’s new theology. Let it be assumed that he 
preached plainly his own Supreme Divinity, and taught 
that he was God, their God, equal in eternity, power, 
and glory with the Father, and therefore the proper 
object of divine worship. Let it be assumed that the 
Apostles, when they went forth to gather a Christian 
church, carried this doctrine with them, and preached 
it everywhere, both among Jews and Gentiles. And 
what, let me ask, would have been its natural effect? 
Would it have been suffered to pass without remark 
and have taken its place in the Christian thought and 
consciousness without debate and without violence? 
The Jews were then on this point of faith what they are 
now. ‘This doctrine is at war with the whole genius of 
their religion—at least, so they regard it—and certainly 
with the whole course of their education. Could it be 
preached peaceably to-day in any Synagogue on the 
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face of the earth? Wonld it not provoke indignation 
and call forth resistance? Broken and crushed as that 
oppressed people has been for ages, they would even 
now repel with such force as they have, the intrusion of 
a doctrine upon which they look with such abhorrence 
and indignation. And was it better eighteen hundred 
years ago, when they were in their own land, amidst 
their own institutions, and still enjoyed at least the 
blessings of their religion undisturbed ¢ 

But what are the facts in the case? In the course of 
the two or three years during which our Saviour’s per- 
sonal ministry continued, we have as many instances in 
which the enemies of Christ maliciously accused him of 
blasphemy, because his words, as they interpreted 
them, implied that he was God, or equal with God. 
And these are all the hints the New Testament affords ° 
us of any dispute, any controversy, any excitement, or 
even mention, on this important, this very grave subject. 
In the Acts of the Apostles there is not a word, I 
believe, that shows any debate or even a thought upon 
the question whether Christ is God, and therefore the 
object of our religious homage. The Epistles discover 
no controversy of this nature. The whole New Testa- 
ment, with the exception of the two or three casual 
instances referred to, and these awaking no permanent 
interest, and leading to no practical consequences, is 
profoundly silent on this momentous topic! Of all 
tne facts in the Trinitarian controversy, this seems to 
me the most remarkable and significant. ‘The very 
absence of debate upon the subject in the New ‘Testa- 
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ment, is proof positive that the doctrine of Christ’s 
Supreme Divinity was not taught, and never seriously 
thought of. Were it true, Christ himself must have 
_ preached it, and preached it plainly, emphatically, as 
its vast importance demanded. The Apostles must 
have preached it too, and preached as they did other 
doctrines with the force of conviction, the power of 
truth. But where are the proofs of such preaching, 
either in the Master or his disciples? Where was there_ 
any commotion, any controversy produced by it, or, I 
might say, any notice of such preaching? The New 
Testament gives us no history of it. It is as silent as 
the grave about it. Meanwhile it furnishes us accounts 
enough of other controversies. The great controversy 
between the Apostles and the Jews of their aze—a con- 
troversy that began with the ministry of Jesus of Naza- 
reth, and ended only with the destruction of their holy 
city and state—was whether this Jesus, whom the 
Apostles preached, was indeed the promised Messiah. 
the true Christ. Wesee this controversy in every part 
of the book of Acts, where Christians and Jews came 
in contact. And when the church was formed there 
sprung up new controversies among Christians them- 
selves; as for instance, whether the law of Moses was 
to be observed; whether Gentiles embracing Christ- 
ianity should be circumcised; how Christians should 
regard things offered to idols; and others. But neither 
among Jews nor Gentiles, the friends or the enemies of 
the Christian religion, was there any controversy at all 
about the Supreme Divinity of Jesus Christ, or whether 
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he was the proper object of worship. In the apostolic 
age no such question existed; for had it existed, it 
could not have failed to leave its traces, clear and 
unmistakable, on the pages of the New Testament. 
To go over from Jewish Unitarianism to our dogmatic 
Trinitarianism was a revolution not to be effected so 
suddenly and silently. That it took place in the 
Apostles themselves without a mention of it in all their 
writings, is simply impossible. And to suppose it to . 
have occurred in masses of Jews, in the midst of the 
Jewish people, and yet have led to no debate, 
awakened no controversy, excited no rage, no violence, 
is nakedly preposterous. ‘To suppose that the United 
States could pass over from our Republican institutions 
to a Venetian oligarchy, or a Russian monarchy, with- 
out leaving a trace of such revolution in history, would 
not be moreso. And | would beg our Trinitarians, 
and especially Mr. Beecher, to open the New Testa- 
ment and point to the place in its pages where this 
subject comes before us, where their doctrine, new, and 
unexpected as it then must have been, awakened any 
thought, or led Jews or Christians to any disputation. 
If Trinitariansm, in any form, was preached by Christ 
and his Apostles, it must have excited controversy, and 
that no such controversy was then called forth, is con- 
clusive proof that the doctrine was not preached. 

But we have yet to see how the Apostles spoke and 
acted both in relation to Christ and to God. We have 
already noticed that when dying, Christ commended 
his spirit to the hands of his Father. No sooner did 
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they begin to proclaim the resurrection of Christ, than 
they ascribed it directly to God. ‘This Jesus,” said 
Peter, on the day of Pentecost, “hath God raised up, 
whereof we are all witness. . . . Therefore let all the 
house of Israel know assuredly that God hath made 
that same Jesus whom ye crucified both Lorp and 
Christ.” “Unto you first God having raised up his 
Son Jesus, sent him to bless you.” In like manner 
they declare that God had exalted Jesus with his right 
hand to be a Prince and a Saviour; that he was “ set 
on the right hand of the throne of Majesty in the 
heavens,” and that, having highly exalted him far 
above all principality, and -power, and might, and 
dominion, he had given him a name that is above every 
name, so that “in the name of Jesus every knee should 
bow, of things in heaven, and things in the earth, and 
things under the earth, and that every tongue should 
confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God, . 
the Father.” 

But while the Apostles speak in such exalted terms of 
Christ, they never for a moment forget that God the » 
Father is the Father of lghts, and that to him are we 
indebted for every good gift and every perfect gift. 
They celebrate the love and mercy of God in the mis- 
sion of his Son, and especially in his death. But they 
distinguish between them, not with care, as if they were 
in danger of confounding them, but naturally, as if they 
could not think of Christ without being led up to God, 
and as if they saw the love of the living Father in the 
face of the Son. Amidst all the honors with which 


THE SON OR THE FATHER ? OL 


they invest Christ, the great doctrine of the Divine 
Unity suffers no harm. ‘There is one body,” says an 
Apostle, “and one spirit, even as ye are called in one 
hope of your calling; one Lord, one faith, one baptism ; 
ONE Gop AnD FatHeR of all, who is above all.” ‘To 
us there is but one Gop, THe Faruer, of whom are all 
things, and we in him; and one Lord Jesus Christ, by 
whom are all things, and we by him.” “There is onz 
Gop and one Mediator between God and men—the man 
Christ Jesus, who gave himself a ransom for all.” 

Such is the doctrine of the New Testament. It is 
clear, beautifully simple, and satisfactory. It teaches 
that there is one God, and but one. He is the Creator 
and Preserver of all things; the God and Father of the 
human race, and the God and father of our Lord. Jesus 
Christ. In the Gospel “ Christ Jesus” does not crowd 
“the only true God” from his throne, nor does the 
effulgence of the Son in any degree obscure the glories 
of the Father. Never, I think, does Christ teach that 
he is Gop; and never do the apostles enjoin the duty 
of worshipping him as such. In their lessons and their 
practice, God the Father ever stands before us as the 
object of Christian worship. Him they blessed; to him 
they gave thanks; to him they prayed. 

Having said so much on this subiect, which, from its 
vast importance and engrossing interest to every earnest 
soul, desirous of knowing the truth and learning how to 
please God, might well claim a still larger discussion, 1 
will now pass to consider more briefly : 

Il. That while Mr. Beecher recognizes Christ Jesus as 
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Gop, he represents the everlasting Father as “a dim 


and shadowy efiiuence,” 


utterly insufficient to inspire 
confidence or call forth praise. Having said that all 
there is of God to him is bound up in the name of Jesus 
Christ, Mr. Beecher adds, “A dim and shadowy efilu- 
ence rises from Christ, and that I am. taught to call the 
Father. A yet more tenuous and invisible film of 
thought arises, and that is the Holy Spirit. But neither 
are to me aught tangible, restful, accessible. They are 
to be revealed to my knowledge hereafter, but now 
only to my faith. But Christ stands my mandfest 
God.” 

Mr. Beecher obviously suffers no ordinary calamity. 
He has no “ Father in heaven,” in whom he can rest, or 
to whom he enjoys any access; and the only God he 
has to worship is one that was born, lived on the earth, 
died, and was buried, but rose again from the dead, and 
ascended into heaven. Beyond this, all is “dim and 
shadowy ” to Mr. Beecher’s soul. But has he never 
read the New Testament? Has he never studied the 
teachings, or made himself familiar with the life of him 
whom he recognizes and worships as his God? There 
seems to me a sad want of attention here, or a very 
melancholy weakness of faith. If I read the New Tes- 
tament aright, it was one object of Christ’s mission to 
the world to make the Father better known; to enable 
men to see him, to have fellowship with him, and to 
find in him that rest which Mr. Beecher seeks there in 
vain. Christ himself says, “To this end was I born, 
and for this cause came I into the world, that I should 
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bear witness to the truth.” And the beloved disciple, 
speaking of this great witness, says, “This then is the 
message which we have heard of him, and declare untc 
you, that God ts light, and in him is no darkness at 
all.” And yet Mr. Beecher sees nothing -in God but 
what is dim and shadowy! 

It cannot be doubted that the Old Testament contains 
revelations of the one living and true God. But they 
are not full and clear. They do not unfold its divine 
character in its highest form, nor present it in its purest 
moral and spiritual aspects. Something was left for a 
new dispensation, and’ a more spiritual and divine 
economy. So the Apostle says, “God, who at sundry 
times and in divers manners spake in time past to the 
fathers by the prophets, hath in these last days spoke 
even unto us by nis Son, whom he hath appointed heir 
of all things.” And in the dignity of this last and 
greatest of God’s servants, the Apostle finds assurance 
not only of the truth but of the unparalleled importance 
of his revelations. It is said that Moses, one of the 
greatest of the ancient prophets, put a veil over his face, 
that the children of Israel could not steadfastly look to’ 
the end of that which is abolished, “ which veil, says 
the apostle, is done away in Christ.” And if so, we 
ought now “ with open face” to behold as in a glass the 
glory of the Lord. 

St. John represents Christ as the true light, which 
lighteth every man that cometh into the world; and 
says “the law was given by Moses, but grace and 
truth came by Jesus Christ.” He affirms that “‘ No man 
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hath seen God at any time; the only begotten Son 
which is in the bosom of the Father, he hath declared 
him.” Hence the commentators teach that while not even 
Moses and the prophets had seen, 2.e. perfectly known 
God, the clear knowledge of him had been communi- 
cated by Christ. The Son, who, as Lampe says, is most 
intimately connected with the Father, and the dearest 
to him, has, in the words of Dr. Bloomfield, “ distinctly 
disclosed his nature, attributes and will.” And so the 
Apostle Paul apprehended the subject. ‘God who 
commanded the light to shine out of darkness, hath 
shined in our hearts, to give us the light of the know- 
ledge of the glory of God in the face of Jesus Christ.” 
That is, as God in creating the world said, ‘“ Let there 
be light ;” so in the new moral creation, God had shined 
into the human soul through Jesus Christ. 

In this sense, Christ is the true light and the light of 
the world. ‘Till the Son came and revealed him, God, 
as THE f’atuER, was unknown. For it is recorded that, 
“Jn that hour Jesus rejoiced in spirit and said, I thank 
thee, Father, Lord of heaven and earth, that thou hast 
hid these things from the wise and prudent and hast re- 
vealed them to babes: even so, Father; forsoit seemed 
good in thy sight. All things are delivered to me of 
my Father: and no man knoweth who the Son is but 
the Father; and who the Father is but the Son, and he 
to whom the Son will reveal him.” Accordingly Christ 
repeatedly declared that he had made the Father known 
to his disciples: and he teaches that in this knowledge 
of the only true God is eternal life. In his great prayer, 
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just previous to his death, he says, “I have glorified 
thee on the earth; I have finished the work which thou 
gavestmetodo. . . . Ihave manifested thy name 
unto the men which thou gavest me out of the world. 

Now they have known that all things whatso- 
ever thou hast given me are of thee; for I have given 
them the words which thou. gavest me; and they have 
received them, and have known surely that I came out 
from thee, and they have believed that thou didst send 
vme...... 1 have given them thy word. ; 
Sanctify them through thy truth; thy word is truth.’ 
As thou hast sent me into the world, even so have I 
also sent them into the world. . . . Neither pray I for 
these alone, but for them also who shall believe on me 
through their word; that they all may be one; as thon, 
Father, art in me, and J in thee, that they may be one 
inus; that the world may believe that thou hast sent 
me. . . . Orighteous Father, the world hath not 
known thee: but [ have known thee and these have 
known that thou hast sent me. And Ihave declared 
unto them thy name, and will declare it, that the love 
wherewith thou hast loved me may be in them and I in 
them.” And still with all this and much more before 
him, Mr. Beecher finds the Father very dim and sha- 
dowy. 

But this is not all. Christ goes so far as to assert that 
those who had seen him, had seen the Father. ‘“ Jesus 
cried and said—He that believeth on me, believeth not 
on me, but on him that sent me; and he that seeth me, 
seeth him that sent me. Iam come a light into the 
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world, that whosoever believeth on me should not abide 
in darkness.” Christ is “the image of the invisible 
God,” and as such it is his office to reveal the Father: 
and to make known the perfections existing in God. 
And the Son so perfectly represents the Father that he 
who has seen the former, z.e. who has come to under- 
stand his gospel in its richness and power, sees the lat- 
ter. It is by the Son alone that we come to the Father; 
and to him therefore are we indebted for all our highest 
knowledge of God, and for that “ peace of God which 
passeth all understanding.” How precious this know- 
ledge was considered, and how earnestly the Apostles 
desired that their brethren might enjoy it, may be seen 
in many passages. Paul counted all things but loss for 
this knowledge of Christ. Men were exhorted to grow 
in it, and charged not to be unfruitful in it. ‘“ Where- 
fore,” says Paul, ‘I also, after I heard of your faith in 
the Lord Jesus, and love unto all the saints, cease not to 
give thanks for you, making mention of you in my 
prayers; that the God of our Lord Jesus Christ, the 
Father of glory, may give unto you the spirit of wisdom 
and revelation in the knowledge of him; the eyes of 
your understanding being enlightened, that ye may 
know what is the hope of his calling,” ete. 

But I need not pursue this subject. I know not what 
Christ has revealed clearly, or could so reveal, if it is 
not the perfections and relations of God. If these be 
dark then everything must indeed be dim and shadowy. 
Christianity presents us with no new ground of religion. 


The God of whom Christ spoke, is the God of Moses 
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and the patriarchs before him. The difference lies, not 
in the Being whom we worship, but in the character we 
ascribe to him. In the Gospel, he stands before us as 
the eternal Farurr, with a richer grace and a deeper 
love than the world had ever before seen. And it is 
through Christ that we are made acquainted with him 
in this new light, and under this endearing name. The 
Father is not “dim and shadowy ;” he is light, and in 
him is no darkness at all. Nor is he “ inaccessible.” 
Christ has opened “a new and living way” to him; we 
come to the Father by the Son; and now, the partition 
walls being broken down by Christ’s death, both Jews 
and Gentiles alike “have access by one Spirit to the 
Father.” True Christians have “fellowship with the 
Father and with his Son Jesus Christ :” they know 
him and are known of him; and the God of hope fills 
with all joy and peace such as believe. Thanks be 
unto God for his unspeakable gift. 

Ill. After what has now been offered it cannot be 
necessary to occupy any time in refuting what Mr. 
Beecher says of the Father being “an effluence” from 
Christ. Perhaps he meant no more than that this was 
his mode of conceiving the Father. But the representa- 
tion is utterly unscriptural and absurd. Christ tells us 
in so many words that he proceeded from the Father. 

And the Holy Spirit, which has been unnecessarily 
spoken of as a person, is in the Scriptures represented 
as being sent forth by God in a similar way. The 
Holy Spirit is the Spirit of God, that divine effluence 
and influence by which the Father touches and softens, 
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teaches and sanctifies the hearts of men. It is the 
Spirit of truth, which leads them into all truth, and 
helps them in prayer and in life. God is a Spirit, and 
we need conceive the Holy Spirit as in no respect 
differing from God himself, otherwise than as he 
employs it as an instrument for our sanctification. 

I have now said what I proposed, and more perhaps 
than was necessary, upon this subject. But it is a 
matter of no slight moment, whom we shall call our 
Gop, and to whom we shall offer our devotions. I 
would not be ignorant here, nor in doubt.* In my vast 
concerns with God, under a deep sense of my sinful- 
ness, amidst all my weaknesses and wants, exposed as | 


* The difficulty and confusion, in thought and purpose, sometimes 
occasioned by Trinitarian views, in the most solemn exercises of religion, 
is really distressing. Good, devotional people often seem not to know 
whom to address in prayer. And as a consequence they pass in their 
prayers from the Father to the Son, and from the Son to the Holy 
Spirit, as if fearful of doing some injustice to one or other of the persons 
of the Trinity. A remarkable instance of this occurs ia the Episcopal 
Service, where we find the following astonishing prayers in immediate 
succession : 

‘“‘O God, the Father of heaven; have mercy upon us, miserable sinners. 
O God, the Son, Redeemer of the world; have mercy upon us, miserable 
sinners. O God, the Holy Ghost, proceeding from the Father and the 
Son; have mercy upon us, miserable sinners. O holy, blessed, and 
glorious Trinity, three Persons and one God; have mercy upon us, 
miserable sinners.” : 

I doubt if anything surpassing this can be produced from all heathen 
antiquity. Certainly, nothing of the kind is to be met with in all the 
prayers of Saints recorded in the Sacred Scriptures. Neither by pre- 
cept nor example of inspired men is there any countenance given to 
such Trinitarian absurdities and vain repetitions. 
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am to trials and sorrows, and with the grave opening 
before my feet, I would know on whose arm I am to 
depend and to whom I may turn for succor and 
strength. I cannot rest this side of the ever living God. 
I need to acquaint myself with him in order to find 
peace. I need to know him as my Father. Like 
Philip of old my soul cries out, ‘‘ Show me the Father 
and it sufficeth.” I want to feel his father-arms about 
me, and to be assured, notwithstanding my insigni- 
ficance and my unworthiness, that he still loves me. 
In Jesus Christ I do not find allthis; and yet I rejoice 
in Christ. He is not God the Father, whom my soul 
most seeks, but he is the beloved Son of that 
Father, and my blessed. Teacher and Guide. He 
it is that leads me to the Father; that reveals to me 
the Father’s love; that dissipates my darkness, and 
fills me with a joy unspeakable and full of glory. I 
_ thank my God daily for the great gift of his Son to our 
world. I thank him for all the influences of his 
Gospel ; for the light which it sheds on the pathway 
of life; for the consolation it brings in our sorrows ; 
and the hope of immortality by which it enables us to 
triumph in the hour of death. In all these blessings, I 
hope and trust, Mr. Beecher participates and rejoices. 
His Christian faith is better, I believe, than his expres- 
sion of it. I shonld grieve to think that the everlasting 
Father is so dim and shadowy to his soul, as he repre- 
sents him; and that his eye sees in the face of Jesus 
Christ no light and no revelation of Him who is at once 
his Father and our Father, his God and our God. 
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The ‘‘ Religious Aspects of the Age,’’ with a glance at the “‘ Church of the 
Present and the Church of the Future,” is a subject in which all are, or should 
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be, interested, and this title has been adopted on account of its peculiar 
adaptation to the contents of the book. 


To accommodate the means and tastes of all, we publish a cheap pamphlet 
edition, and another on superior paper, and neatly bound in cloth. 
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